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NINTH ANNUAL REPORT 


OF THE 

AMERICAN ANTI-VIVISECTION SOCIETY. 

Made on January 22d, 1892. 


The Annual Meeting of the American Anti-Vivisection 
Society took place on Friday, January 23d, at 3J o’clock 
p. M., at 1701 Chestnut street. Dr. Matthew Woods, Presi¬ 
dent of the Society, occupied the chair. 

The annual election of officers by ballot was held, result¬ 
ing as will be seen on another page. 

Reports for the year were read by the Secretary, Miss 
Biddle, and by the Corresponding Secretary, Mrs. Richard P. 
White. These were approved, and ordered to be printed. 

The address of the President, Matthew Woods, M. D., 
was as follows :— 

Ladies and Gentlemen: It is customary for the President 
to make an address at the Annual Meeting, and yet I have 
no address to make. I have, however, a few remarks, for 
which I beg your indulgence in advance, and in order to 
be as explicit as I can, I shall group these under three 
heads, namely: “ What we have done,” “ What we are 
doing,” and “ What we hope to do.” First:— 

“ What we have done.” I need hardly tell this gathering 
of devoted men and women that the methods of the vivisector 
are wrong, his deductions misleading, his painful experiments 
without justification either in morals or religion, and that it 
is doubtful if he can justly claim utility as an excuse for his 
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actions; and yet it is well for us to remind ourselves now 
and then, that these convictions are not confined to the 
u inexperienced and misinformedthat they are not the 
exclusive property of the non-professional mind, but the 
deliberate written statements of many of the masters in the 
art of healing; that they are the expressed faith of men the 
most eminent and trustworthy in the medical profession. 

It was not a layman, but Surgeon-General Gordon, Hon¬ 
orary Physician to the Queen, who said : “ So far have ex¬ 

periments on animals been from advancing medicine or 
surgery in man that, on the contrary, they have been perni¬ 
cious to the healing art. They have proved disastrous to 
medical science.” It was not a professional philanthropist, 
but Mr. Lawson Tait, who in a recent letter says: “ I do 

not believe that vivisection has helped the surgeon one bit, 
but I know that it has often led him astray.” And yet it 
was of this skillful operator that Marion Sims said, in the 
British Medical Journal , “ Lawson Tait has gone ahead of us 
all in opening up new fields in the great domain of ab¬ 
dominal surgery.” It was not a member of an Anti-Vivi¬ 
section Society, but Paul Bernard, one of the most cruel and 
persistent experimenters on living animals, who, near the end 
of his heartless career said: “ After all our hands are empty 

of results.” 

And yet it is not on this account, it is not because of this 
frequently confessed inutility of vivisection, that we, as anti- 
vivisectors, are opposed to the practice. 

Again, vivisection has been said to retard the progress of 
medical science. A world-famous surgeon has had it printed 
as his opinion, the result of observation and experience, that 
practical medicine has been put back a century, because of 
the false deductions, thought at the time true, drawn from 
painful experiments on the lower animals. It is easy to un¬ 
derstand this reasoning, when we know that some of the 
shrewdest men in experimental medicine are following this 
false trail; that observers the most energetic and painstaking, 
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sacrifice their better feelings to plow, bore and cut through 
the living tissues of God’s sentient creation in quest of this 
ignis-fatuus which ever evades them, and yet, to their ardent 
imagination, is ever in sight, and thus, because misdirected, 
the world loses the benefit that might be derived from the 
proper exercise of their talents. 

Long ago, I remember having been impressed by an 
expression in one of the German writers before Goethe, I 
think preceding the Reformation, Renatus Cartesius by name, 
who said, u Die Eingeweide eines Kalbes ist meine Bibliothelce, ” 
and thus, practically, vivisectors still say: “ The intestines of 
a calf,—the brain of a monkey, the kidneys of a dog, are my 
library!” while at the same time and to that extent they 
neglect the only legitimate and God-sanctioned volume of 
medical observation, which is divided into such chapters as, 
The bedside of the sick, The field of battle, Railroad col¬ 
lisions, Accidents in factories and mines, Victims of suicide, 
Consequences of excess, The insidious development of dis¬ 
ease in the chronically ill; these, and similar melancholy 
episodes in the great black-letter chronicle of our physical 
life, are slighted, while they, like Roman soothsayers, peer 
into the reeking entrails of slaughtered animals in order to 
discover the course of the stars, or what is more difficult, the 
cause of disease in man. 

“ While we sleep, the enemy are sowing tares.” While they 
thus dream, disease becomes rampant, and the great rank and 
file of the medical army are led astray, and patients are 
the sufferers, because the leaders are drawing water from 
unhallowed rocks, which maddens instead of making alive. 

And yet it is not on this account; nor because the progress 
of medicine is retarded by the methods of the vivisector that 
we are opposed to the practice. It is simply because vivisec¬ 
tion is cruel, and consequently immoral; unspeakably cruel 
to the animals who are the objects of it; it is cruel, unspeak¬ 
ably so, to the men who inflict it; it is cruel, unspeakably 
cruel and heart-hardening to the young men who see it done. 


■ 





It is not, it cannot be the intention of the Creator, that men 
should add to their knowledge by plowing through the 
quivering nerves of His suffering creatures; that He should 
say to the masters in this black art, “ See that lost dog with 
hounded, beseeching look, slouching in by-ways like an 
exile in a strange land ; take him to your den, bind him to a 
trough that he may not move, sew up his mouth that he 
cannot bite, cut through his vocal cords, that he may not 
howl and disturb your musings; rip him open and carefully 
tear out the heart of his mystery, then keep him alive until 
you have whetted your curiosity, and his ruined, mutilated 
nature finds solace in exhaustion and death ! ” Can this be 
God’s intention? Is this right? Who does not scorn the 
coward who wants to have his life saved or his pains relieved 
at such a sacrifice as this ? 

Three years ago, the American Anti-Vivisection Society 
prepared, from college text-books and works of recognized 
physiological authority, a lecture, for the purpose of showing 
to what an enormous extent these cruelties are performed. 
The lecture, illustrated by stereopticon views, many of which 
are taken from standard works of experimental physiology, 
has been delivered many times, and always to-crowded houses, 
by the Society’s lecturer, Mr. Smiley. In this, as you know, 
we have the sympathy of many of the clergy, as the lectures 
are usually in churches, and are awakening the public, as our 
purpose is, to the necessity for preventive legislation. The 
lecturer last year spoke in this convincing way to fifteen hun¬ 
dred adults, in five distinct churches, and although this is 
much less than what was done in the two preceding years, 
yet we are convinced, because of the increased interest mani¬ 
fested by the eager faces that crowd the lecture halls, that 
this is an effective way of bringing our cause before the 
people, by whose suffrages we hope to win. 

“ What we are doing” We have long felt the necessity of 
having an organ to represent our interests and disseminate our 
views. Our cause in the press very often languished because 
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of the unwillingness of editors to publish what we had writ¬ 
ten. We had seen with admiring eyes the splendid moral 
and literary success of our energetic progenitor, The Zoophi¬ 
list, of London, and we felt that if we could follow, even at 
a distance, such an admirable example, it would be well. 
We have made the attempt this month, the result: The 
Journal of Zoophily. And as all beginnings are neces¬ 
sarily not only difficult but small, and ours in particular ex¬ 
hibits the juvenile precipitancy of a first number, yet we 
have juvenile hope also, because of which it shall be our con¬ 
stant aim to keep our readers in a mental condition that shall 
enable them to give a reason to every man, of the anti-vivi- 
sectional faith that is in them. We believe in the power of 
righteous convictions honestly expressed, which constitutes 
the better part of literature. We believe that although it is 
Religion that has elevated man, yet to some extent it is liter¬ 
ature that has refined, and broadened him; that the eternal 
principle of justice inculcated by the best writers of all ages 
implies pity for and sympathy with those below us in the 
social and creative scale. Now just in proportion as the vivi- 
sector is penetrated by indifference to suffering (“A physi¬ 
ologist does not hear the animal’s cries of pain; he does not 
see the blood that flows. He sees nothing but his idea,” says 
the heartless Claude Bernard), just in this proportion, 
therefore, do we feel that the vivisector is out of harmony 
with the best that the world has written; he has drunk the 
“orient liquor” of Comus, and nothing will restore what he 
has lost, unconsciously lost, but abandonment of his cruel 
practices. 

Can you imagine that the man who has wept with “ Little 
Nell,” and suffered with “Lady Hedlock,” who has felt 
indignant at the injuries inflicted on the family of “ The 
Vicar of Wakefield,” has thought with “ Hamlet,” and has 
been thrilled by the exploits of the heroes of Homer; that 
has been inspired by the lines of Browning, Tennyson, and 
Ruskin ; or thrilled by the deeds of Peabody or Howard, 
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could deliberately fasten “a harmless, necessary cat” to a 
board, rip her alive, dissect out the mysteries of her nature, 
and then have him tell you that his object is “manipulative 
dexterity,” that “ he resorts to these operations on a cat that 
he may be better qualified to operate on you ?” Every good 
book and paper is a protest against injustice, as our Journal 
shall be, and what is more unjust than thi.s ? It shall be our 
aim to supplement our own efforts with the best that we can 
select from current writers, so as to make the Journal of 
Zoophily the constant protest against cruelty that we desire 
it to be, so that when possible, the educated man found 
guilty of subjecting animals to lingering torture, like his less 
favored brother guilty of cruelty, shall have laid upon him 
the heavy hand of a just and merciful law. We shall always 
hope to speak the truth without fear, and unless our confi¬ 
dence in the ultimate triumph of right is misplaced, this 
hope is bound to be realized, for the scalpel of the vivisector, 
after all, “ is but a hideous flash in the darkness. Right is 
an eternal ray.” 

“ What we hope to do.” I believe that the cause of Anti- 
Vivisection, small as it may appear to the uninformed, is the 
most important question before the civilized world to-day, 
that its triumph or prohibition implies the degradation or 
elevation of the future; that it is also the most disinterested 
and unselfish cause advocated by the present age. The man 
who sacrifices his ease, wealth, and energy for the. alleviation 
of the condition of the poor, justly receives the praise of his 
fellows, and often the gratitude of those who are the re¬ 
cipients of his bounty. The philanthropist interested in 
bettering the condition, moral, mental, and physical, of the 
unfortunates confined in our jails, justly receives recog¬ 
nition and approval, if not encouragement in his work; 
but the man or woman who attempts to protect animals 
from barbarity, and means to denude cruelty in high 
places from the tawdry and meretricious rags that conceal 
her, and to exhibit her in all her frightful ugliness, very 








often receives but the shrug of misapprehension, and but 
rarely, if ever, the appreciation of the dumb creatures for 
whom his efforts are made; and yet I thoroughly believe that 
the time will come, when, because of an enlightened public 
opinion, due to our efforts, scientific cruelty will be prohibited 
by legal enactment—relegated to the limbo of abandoned 
barbarities—then the pioneers in the anti-vivisection crusade, 
like the leaders in the sacred cause of the abolition of slavery, 
will be credited with belonging to, 

“-the choir invisible 

Of those immortal dead who live again 
In minds made better by their presence.” 


REPORT OF THE SECRETARY. 

We have the honor to present a report of the progress of 
our work, and of the anti-vivisection cause for the year 1891. 

Our own work has been, as heretofore, a continual effort to 
have realized, in this community first, and then far beyond 
it, exactly what vivisection is—what horrors are hidden behind 
that word, and with what incessant repetition the practice 
goes on. Could we once make the facts of vivisection believed 
and realized, the apathy which now exists would be changed 
to an earnest and generous support of the cause. 

But for this we must wait. The year has witnessed a great 
advance for our cause in the increased number of zealous 
workers in many different sections of our country, to whom 
this Society stands as the only one representing the cause in 
the United States, and as one who can supply the weapons of 
warfare against this giant evil. 






We have warm allies in many States who are enlisting 
others in the righteous cause; the results of their labors will 
appear more clearly in the year which is now opening. We 
are also to be congratulated on the support given us by the 
“ Women’s Christian Temperance Union,” through the 
interest excited in the subject by a member of both associa¬ 
tions, Mrs. George S. Lovell. 

A new enterprise that we have recently started is the pub¬ 
lication of a monthly newspaper, the Woman’s Branch of 
the S. P. C. A. taking an equal share of the work. The name 
of this is the “ Journal of Zoophily.” It is to contain topics 
that relate in any way to the protection of animals, and we 
ask for it the interest of all our members. 

In England during the past year there seems to have 
been aroused a fresh zeal and enthusiasm. The fact that in 
England experiments by vivisection have increased, rather 
than diminished, may account for the wonderful activity that 
is at present taking place all over the kingdom for its over¬ 
throw. And since the darkest hour comes just before the 
dawn, it may be that the extravagant demands, the increasing 
call for licenses to vivisect, and the absolute indifference shown 
to animal suffering by the advocates of vivisection may bring 
about its destruction. The public meetings and conventions, 
the numerous addresses and sermons, the immense number of 
influential names signed to petitions, the condemnations 
uttered more boldly by the bishops and clergy and by medical 
men, all contain great encouragement to us, for this rising tide 
of opinion and feeling in England must in due time pass over 
to our shores. 

The public meetings in Hyde Park on Sunday afternoons 
are a new feature of the work in London. 

The Bishop of Manchester, preaching in the Cathedral 
Church of Manchester on Sunday evening, September 27th, 
said that he had a word to say to those scientists who felt 
themselves at liberty to use God’s dumb creatures as the 
subject of tortures which could only be called diabolical. 
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If a man urged the selfish plea: “ I am torturing the lower 
“ creatures for the advantage of man, he (the Bishop) replied 
“ by asking who gave him the right to do any such thing. 
“ For his part, he unhesitatingly answered, that he would 
“ rather die a hundred times than save his life by such infernal 
“ experiments. Those things were wholly unlawful. They 
“ degraded the mind of the experimenter, they tortured God’s 
“ innocent creatures, they were totally contrary to the spirit of 
“ the Gospel, and they were Pagan in their conception and 
“ execution.” 

Another English Prelate (Bishop Barry) at a public meeting 
held at Windsor said : “ Let us suppose—it was as yet but a sup- 
“ position—that we should advance knowledge, and by advanc- 
“ ing knowledge bring a benefit to humanity. Were these two 
“ hopes sufficient to give us a right to inflict torture? If not, 
“ he held to the old-fashioned belief that what is wrong is 
“ against the law of God’s providence, and so that to do wrong 
“ cannot bring real, substantial benefit to humanity. If a thing 
“ is wrong it cannot be blessed, and if it be not blessed, these 
“ great results cannot follow. Therefore, the question of results 
“ is to some degree bound up in the question of right. 

There was such a thing as a terrible enthusiasm for science, 
“ and he thought they would find that the greatest cruelties in 
“ the history of the world had not been wanton cruelties, but 
“ cruelties committed in the name of some great cause. Has 
“ not this principle been sustained and illustrated in this past 
“ year as it has never been before ? ” 

The splendid discoveries claimed as the result of the tor¬ 
ture of animals, which discoveries it was implied, could have 
been attained by that method only, have again this year been 
discredited. 

“Dr. Koch’s cure for consumption,” says the London 
Standard , “ has been so long, to all intents and purposes, 
dead, that Professor Virchow’s criticism upon the unscientific 
haste with which it was hailed as a remedy may be regarded 
as its obituary notice. The vote for a Koch Institute in the 
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Prussian Lower House has afforded Professor Virchow an 
opportunity of stating in public opinions which he has never 
hesitated to express in medical circles. So far from believing 
that the lymph called “ Kochin ” is a cure for phthisis, he 
affirms, after an exhaustive study of the subject, that no case 
of cure has ever yet been substantiated. What he most severely 
condemns is the indecent haste with which certain members 
of his own profession, who ought to have known better, and 
public officials like the Cultus Minister, who is a layman, 
cried out that the medical millennium had dawned, when they 
had nothing like a substantial basis of fact to rely upon, or, 
indeed, anything but the sanguine assurance of Dr. Koch and 
his pupils. Dr. Virchow has declared that there was not a 
single case in which a cure had been effected, as all the 
reported cures had really been followed by serious relapses.” 

Of Professor Koch’s discovery, Sir Andrew Clark, President 
of the Royal College of Physicians, in June last took occasion 
to declare his conviction that Professor Koch’s system was of 
no value for the cure of phthisis, and, moreover, stated that 
tuberculosis produced by experiments on animals is a totally 
different thing from natural phthisis in human beings. 
Another journal states that “ It is worthy of notice that in 
the hospital directed by Dr. Cornet, at Charlottenburg, 
founded expressly for the application of the new remedy, the 
twenty beds set apart for the gratuitous treatment of the poor 
are all empty, and have remained so for some time. For¬ 
merly the demand was so great that patients constantly had 
to be refused admission.” 

The assertion of certain medical men, made several years 
ago, of M. Pasteur’s discovery, “ He does not cure hydro¬ 
phobia; he gives it,” has been again corroborated. The fol¬ 
lowing narrations are taken from the London Zoophilist :— 
“ Dr. Lutaud, the able editor of the Journal de Medeoine de 
Paris , printed in that publication for the 23d of August last, 
a remarkable letter from Doctors Rascol and Vergnes, in 
which they said:— 
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“ A rural postman was bitten on the 28th of February, 1889, 

“ at the same time as another man, by a dog suspected of being 
“ mad. As the postman wore two pairs of trousers, the bite 
“did not penetrate his clothes; the other man was, however, 

“ badly bitten. Neither of the men wished to be sent to the 
“ Pasteur Institute, but the postman was compelled by his 
“ superiors to go. From the 9th to the 14th of March he was 
“submitted to the inoculation. On the 26th he returned to 
“ his employment. On the 12th of April he developed grave 
*“ symptoms, paralysis, pains at the points of inoculation and 
“ not at the place of the bite (he had not been bitten), and on 
“the 14th he succumbed to the rage paralytique that Mr. 

“ Pasteur had inoculated him with. The second man, bitten 
“ at the same time as the unfortunate postman, and who abso- 
“ lutely refused to submit to Mr. Pasteur’s treatment, is still 
“ in good health.” 

In the issue of his Journal for the 8th of September, Dr. 
Lutaud gives another instance when a woman and a child were 
bitten by the same dog. The child was sent to the Pasteur 
Institute and died within three months; the woman, who 
never underwent that treatment, was in good health last 
September, twenty-one months after the bite. “Thus on the 
“one hand,” writes E. Potin, M.D., “ we have a little girl 
“ bitten in the leg, submitting in good time to the treatment 
“ of Pasteur and dying of hydrophobia; on the other a 
“ woman bitten in the lip (a bite in the face being one of the 
“ gravest, according to the Pasteurians themselves), and never 
“ having shown any symptom of infection although she has 
“ submitted herself to no treatment.” 

Thus the claims on our gratitude for the discoveries of 
Pasteur and Koch may be set aside, though they have been well 
used by our opponents to decry the Anti-vivisectionists for 
“ impeding the advance of science,” and this is why we notice 
especially the two failures. For were it ever proved that the 
Divine Creator grants to the human race His disclosures of 
the greatest importance to its well-being through the torture 
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of the inferior races, then what atrocities will not be upheld, 
nay, praised, as pious works, which carry out the Divine 
plan ! No. May it be recognized rather, as a certain con¬ 
sequence, that when a method of discovery that is bitter 
indeed to the dumb races, is prosecuted relentlessly to its end, 
so surely shall its end be in nothingness and in disappoint¬ 
ment. 

It has happened this year that the truth that experiments 
on animals need corroboration by experiments on human 
patients, and that patients for this purpose are sought for 
in hospitals this truth having become suddenly apparent 
in certain cases in a German hospital—a great excitement has 
been caused in Germany, and the public journals everywhere 
have taken part in the discussion. 

First a great sensation was occasioned by a paper read by 
Professor Cornil, to the Paris “ Academie de Medecine ” on 
the 23d of June, in which an investigator whose name was 
withheld, related his experiments made on human beings in 
relation to cancer. Soon after it was announced that the 
same kind of experiments were being carried on in Berlin, 
and a formal charge was made (in July last) by Dr. Leidig, 
the Government assessor, as follows:— 

“First, I must point out that I do not sympathize with the 
u agitation against vivisection, nor with any similar senti- 
“ mental efforts. My opinion is, however, that doctors should 
“consider themselves bound by ordinary moral and penal 
“ codes, that they have no right to cause their patients pain, 
nor to inoculate them with anything that induces disease 
“ without any intention of cure, but just because they wish to 
“ make a scientific experiment. And now to the point:— 

“ I accuse Professor Eugen Hahn, Directing Physician of 
“ the surgical part of the Friedrichshain Hospital, and Pro¬ 
cessor Y. Bergmann, Directing Physician of the Surgical 
“ Clinic of this University, of having consciously exceeded 
“ the limits of the medical profession, and the power of a 
“ doctor over his patients, by inoculating cancer patients who 
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“had trusted themselves to him with cancer particles in 
“ healthy parts of their bodies, and of having thus produced 
“ fresh cancer growths in these patients. As proof of my 
“ assertion, I add verbatim the following reports from the 
“ German Weekly Medical Journal. * * * 

“ I ask these gentlemen the following questions :— 

“ 1. Did they perform these actions with the knowledge 
“and permission of their patients? Especially, did the 
“ patients know that no cure was intended by them ? 

“ 2. Do they consider it impossible that by their manipula¬ 
tions increased pain was caused to the patients, or even 
“ their terms of life shortened ? “ Dr. Etjgen Leidig, 

“Government Assessor.” 

The great indifference that exists in Germany as to the 
torture of animals by vivisection may now be changed to a 
livelier interest when it is thus shown that both animals and 
human beings are made the subjects of “ the fury of research.” 

We must allude to the fact that there are found every 
day new reasons for new experiments. All that have been 
done do not seem to bring the cessation of experiments any 
nearer. One set of experiments, given in the British Med. 
Supplement of September 28th (performed apparently in 
Italy), were planned to find out whether by depriving 
animals of water they would become more susceptible to 
certain diseases when inoculated with them. 

Dogs were deprived of water for four and three days 
respectively and inoculated with anthrax. A dog was 
deprived of water for eight days and died three days after 
inoculation. 

2. Fowls deprived of water for five days died, one on the 
sixth, another on the third day after inoculation. 

We forbear to quote more instances, and far worse instances 
of cruelty, although it is by the knowledge of these things 
that we hope to draw to our aid the approbation and support 
of personal influence and generous gifts that the cause so 
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greatly needs. We beg the members of our Society not to 
avoid and close their eyes to such narrations when they are 
presented to them, but to acquaint themselves with them 
and make them known to others, and thus to draw more 
adherents to the cause. Let these narratives keep burning 
the fires of indignation in our own hearts, until the same 
fire is caught by other human hearts (who perhaps are kept 
back now by the many sophistries put forward by experi¬ 
menters and those who uphold them), and so let many more 
hearts be kindled into utterance against this great wrong, and 
into prayers to God that He will interpose in behalf of His 
dumb creatures. Respectfully submitted by 

ADELE BIDDLE, 

Secretary. 
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REPORT OF THE CORRESPONDING SECRETARY. 

During the last year, your Corresponding Secretary has 
written a number of answers to articles that have appeared in 
the various newspapers, defending vivisection in some form 
or other. A letter signed W. W. K., appeared in the Public 
Ledger, of October 2d, lauding the efforts of Pasteur to pre¬ 
vent hydrophobia, and giving a sensational account of all the 
good that he had accomplished, and the lives that he had 
professed to have saved during the six years that he has been 
using his prophylactic. Your Secretary wrote a reply to this, 
setting forth the other side of the case, and giving the statis¬ 
tics to show that in Prance, hydrophobia has not diminished in 
the least since Pasteur began his treatment, and that there is 
every reason to suppose that in some cases his inoculations 
cause death, as a number of cases are on record where 
patients have gone to him after being bitten by a dog, 
received the inoculations and died soon after, whereas, the 
dog who bit them being now alive and well, their deaths 
could only have resulted from the treatment to which they 
were subjected. This answer was published in the Ledger, 
and circulated as far as was practicable. Soon afterward a 
letter appeared in the Evening Telegraph, written by Dr. 
Paul Gibier, who is at the head of the Pasteur Institute in 
New York, relating, in similar terms of self-glorification to 
those of Pasteur, all that he had been able to accomplish in 
the saving of lives since the opening of his institute. As he 
mentioned only one death occurring after his inoculations, and 
your Corresponding Secretary had received an account of 
others which could only be attributed with any show of 
reason to his inoculations, she sent an answer to the Evening 
Telegraph, stating these facts, which the proprietor kindly 
permitted to be published. 

In the month of June last, the Secretary of the School of Ap¬ 
plied Ethics, about to be opened at Plymouth, Mass., called upon 
your Corresponding Secretary and proposed to her to lecture 
before the school, on Tuesday, August 11th, on the subject of 
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Vivisection. To this she consented, and on the afternoon of 
the appointed day, delivered the lecture. It was, unfortun¬ 
ately, the hottest day of the whole summer, and the audience 
was not a large one, but those who were there listened 
attentively, and on some of them a deep impression appeared 
to have been made. This lecture was afterward repeated 
before the Sorosis Club, in Nantucket. 

Late in the summer your Corresponding Secretary was 
engaged in a correspondence with Mr. Angell, the president 
of the Massachusetts Society for the Prevention of Cruelty 
to Animals, on the subject of what she considered a misrepre¬ 
sentation of the work of the Anti-vivisection societies. He 
had published an editorial in his paper, Our Dumb Animals , 
in which he implied very strongly that in all the years the 
different anti-vivisection organizations had been at work, 
they had not accomplished anything toward lessening cruel 
experimentation upon animals. Your Corresponding Secre¬ 
tary wrote him a letter reminding him of several important 
concessions that the English and Danish Societies had gained, 
or had assisted in gaining, such as the law restricting vivi¬ 
section in both countries, and other matters bearing upon the 
subject. She requested him to publish this letter in his next 
paper, as she thought it was only just that the truth should 
be known with regard to the progress made by the workers 
in the anti-vivisection movement, but it did not appear, either 
in that or any other number. A gratifying event which 
occured last spring was that your Corresponding Secretary 
having met Cardinal Gibbons, found that he was strongly 
opposed to vivisection. She reported this to the Board of 
Managers, and it was decided to elect him an Honorary 
Member of the Society. He replied in the most cordial 
manner to the letter of your Corresponding Secretary asking 
him if he would accept the position, consenting to do so and 
expressing much sympathy with the movement. 

Respectfully submitted by Caroline Earle White, 

Cor. Secretary of Amer. A. V. Soc. 
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At the annual meeting of the American Anti-vivisection 
Society, held on January 27th, 1891, at 1701 Chestnut Street, 
the following resolutions were offered by Mrs. George S. 
Lovell, and were adopted :— 

“ Resolved, That we, the American Anti-vivisection Society, 
believe vivisection to be morally wrong; to be distinctly 
opposed to the intent of a beneficent Creator, who wills 
the happiness of all His creatures; that we believe that we 
should, as Christians, unite in every effort for its suppression, 
and, as the best weapon of the Christian is prayer, 

“Resolved, That we will join in this with the English 
‘ Society, for United Prayer for the Prevention of Cruelty to 
Animals, especially with regard to Vivisection; ’ and that our 
Secretary be requested to communicate with said Society, with 
a view to arrange stated times for this union of prayer.” 

Information concerning this Society, has, since the passage 
of these resolutions, been received from Miss Woodward, 
its Secretary, 118 Lancaster Road, Notting Hill, W., Eng¬ 
land. 

Every one who desires to become a member of the Society, 
must join it by purchasing a card, on which is printed a short 
prayer for private use. No one can become a member except 
in that way. The Society has no stated times for union. 

These cards Miss Woodward has furnished, and they are 
to be had at the office of this Society at a trifling cost. 

The duties of those who join are simply— 

1. To use the prayer. 

2. To try and interest others in the cause, especially for 
the circulation of books or tracts written with a view to the 
discouragement of cruelty. 

The Presidents of the Society in England are,— 

The Right Rev., the Bishop of Durham, the Bishop of 
Argyle and the Isles, the Bishop of Killaloe, Bishop Barry, 
Bishop Bromby, Bishop Hutchinson, Bishop Helmuth. 
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[From The London Zoophilist of February, 1892.] 


OBITUARY. 


THE CARDINAL ARCHBISHOP OE 
WESTMINSTER. 

With the religious position of this illustrious man our 
columns have no concern. With his saintly life and wide 
and zealous beneficence we are deeply concerned, because 
they once again refute triumphantly the calumny, so often 
launched against us as a party—of being indifferent to 
human interests while contending for mercy to the lower 
animals. With Lord Shaftesbury for its President, and 
Cardinal Manning, Lord Mount-Temple, and Samuel Mor- 
ley for its Vice-Presidents, the perversity of such a charge 
against our Society might indeed be thought too glaring to 
merit notice were it not that its parrot-like repetition im¬ 
poses on the ignorant. When the vivisectors and their 
advocates have done as much for the cause of Temperance, 
Justice, and Mercy to the weak, the miserable, the poor, 
and the oppressed as these four men did in their time, we 
may be legitimately so challenged,—but not sooner. 

We print elsewhere, in the present issue of The Zoophil¬ 
ist, a brief record of the seven great Speeches delivered by 
the late Cardinal against vivisection. It must suffice here 
to express the profound sorrow and grievous sense of loss 
felt by all the workers of the Victoria Street Society at the 
departure from the world of the strong and lofty spirit of 
Henry Edward Manning — a Captain in whom any host in 
the moral battle of humanity might justly glory. 

At the funeral service on January 21st, the Society was 
represented by Dr. Berdoe and Mr. Bryan (Sec.). 
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